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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to applicants' amendment and response received 
February 20, 2008. Claims 1 and 3-12 are currently pending with claim 9 being 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 3-8 and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by 
or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Wilkinson, US 5,783,547. 

Wilkinson teaches enzyme granulates which are coated with a flow aid, 
preferably a zeolite, and are further coated with a waxy coating such as polyethylene 
glycol (col. 7, lines 12-35). An example of such a coating process is a two-step coating 
process where enzyme granulates are first coated with a nonionic surfactant binder and 
finely divided powder, i.e. zeolite A (0.1 to 10 microns), then are further coated with 
polyethylene glycol 4000 and carboxymethyl cellulose (col. 7, example 1). Note that 
nonionic surfactants are present as an aqueous solution or contain at least some water. 
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As this reference meets all material limitations of the claims at hand, the reference is 
anticipatory. 

In the alternative, though zeolite A has a particle size which overlaps the range 
claimed, it is possible the zeolite has a particle size outside the range claimed. 
Nevertheless, as the reference teaches particle sizes which are well within the range 
claimed, and specifically teaches a finely divided powder, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to formulate an enzyme granule with a powder having a 
particle size within the range claimed with a reasonable expectation of successfully 
obtaining an effective enzyme granule. 

Applicants have traversed this rejection on the grounds that the reference does 
not teach a detergent particle where the surface coating consists essentially of a 
surface modifier, which is formed on the base layer. The examiner disagrees and 
maintains the two-step coating satisfies both the base layer and the surface coating. 

3. Claims 1, 3-8 and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by 
or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Wixon, US 4,260,651 . 

Wixon teaches detergent particles which are coated with a nonionic surfactant 
binder which allows for zeolite 4A powder (3 to 7 microns) to adhere to the surface of 
the particle, and then additional nonionic surfactant is sprayed onto the granule and 
additional zeolite is adhered to the nonionic coating (col. 14, example 4). Note that 
nonionic surfactants are present as an aqueous solution or contain at least some water. 
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As this reference meets all material limitations of the claims at hand, the reference is 
anticipatory. 

In the alternative, though zeolite 4A has a particle size which overlaps the range 
claimed, it is possible the zeolite has a particle size outside the range claimed. 
Nevertheless, as the reference teaches particle sizes which are within the range 
claimed, and specifically teaches a finely divided powder, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to formulate a detergent particle with a powder having a 
particle size within the range claimed with a reasonable expectation of successfully 
obtaining an effective detergent particle. 

Applicants have traversed this rejection on the grounds that the reference does 
not teach a detergent particle where the surface coating consists essentially of a 
surface modifier, which is formed on the base layer. The examiner disagrees and 
maintains the two-step zeolite coating satisfies both the base layer and the surface 
coating. 

4. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Knight et al, 
US 5,030,379. 

Knight et al teach detergent powders wherein small zeolite particles are adhered 
to larger base particles via the application of a liquid nonionic surfactant binder (see 
abstract). As this reference meets all material limitations of the claims at hand, the 
reference is anticipatory. 
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5. Claims 1 , 3-8 and 1 0-1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as anticipated by 
or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Shindo et al, US 
5,853,430. 

Shindo et al teach a bleach particle comprising three layers of nonionic surfactant 
binder wherein each binder is separated with a thin layer of zeolite, and finally, the 
bleach is covered with a zeolite A powder (0.1 to 10 microns) (col. 44, lines 37-41). 
Note that nonionic surfactants are present as an aqueous solution or contain at least 
some water. As this reference meets all material limitations of the claims at hand, the 
reference is anticipatory. 

In the alternative, though zeolite A has a particle size which overlaps the range 
claimed, it is possible the zeolite has a particle size outside the range claimed. 
Nevertheless, as the reference teaches particle sizes which are well within the range 
claimed, and specifically teaches a finely divided powder, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to formulate a bleach particle with a powder having a 
particle size within the range claimed with a reasonable expectation of successfully 
obtaining an effective bleach particle. 

Applicants have traversed this rejection on the grounds that the reference does 
not teach a detergent particle where the surface coating consists essentially of a 
surface modifier, which is formed on the base layer. The examiner disagrees and 
maintains the multiple coatings satisfy both the base layer and the surface coating. 



Application/Control Number: 10/524,029 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1796 

6. Claims 1 , 3-8 and 1 0-1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as anticipated by 
or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Kazuta et al, US 
6,015,784. 

Kazuta et al teach free flowing granules wherein surfactant granules are mixed 
with a nonionic surfactant binder and zeolite A (0.1 to 10 microns) then, as a final step, 
a silica coating is added (col. 27, lines 1-20). Note that nonionic surfactants are present 
as an aqueous solution or contain at least some water. As this reference meets all 
material limitations of the claims at hand, the reference is anticipatory. 

In the alternative, though zeolite A has a particle size which overlaps the range 
claimed, it is possible the zeolite has a particle size outside the range claimed. 
Nevertheless, as the reference teaches particle sizes which are well within the range 
claimed, and specifically teaches a finely divided powder, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to formulate a surfactant granule with a powder having a 
particle size within the range claimed with a reasonable expectation of successfully 
obtaining an effective surfactant granule. 

Applicants have traversed this rejection on the grounds that the reference does 
not teach a detergent particle where the surface coating consists essentially of a 
surface modifier, which is formed on the base layer. The examiner disagrees and 
maintains the two-coating granule satisfies both the base layer and the surface coating. 

7. Claims 1 , 3-8 and 1 0-1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as anticipated by 
or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Cassie, US 6,583,098. 
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Cassie teaches detergent particles comprising a spray-dried granule, which is 
contacted with a PEG 4000 binder, zeolite A (0.1 to 10 microns) as a dry added 
material, and a final coating of Burkeite (col. 27, example A). As this reference meets 
all material limitations of the claims at hand, the reference is anticipatory. 

In the alternative, though zeolite A has a particle size which overlaps the range 
claimed, it is possible the zeolite has a particle size outside the range claimed. 
Nevertheless, as the reference teaches particle sizes which are well within the range 
claimed, and specifically teaches a finely divided powder, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to formulate a surfactant granule with a powder having a 
particle size within the range claimed with a reasonable expectation of successfully 
obtaining an effective surfactant granule. 

Applicants have traversed this rejection on the grounds that the reference does 
not teach a detergent particle where the surface coating consists essentially of a 
surface modifier, which is formed on the base layer. The examiner disagrees and 
maintains the two-coating granule satisfies both the base layer and the surface coating. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles I. Boyer whose telephone number is 571 272 
1311. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 9:30 to 6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Pyon can be reached on 571 272 1498. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Charles I Boyer 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1796 

/Charles I Boyer/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1796 



